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them to a third person (m)3 or preventing access to
them (n).
Both in detinue and conversion the subject matter of
the action can only be specific personal chattels (o), and
these actions cannot be brought for money, unless it can
be specifically identified (£).
Neither of these actions will lie for fixtures, so long
as they are attached to and part of the freehold (q).
Both in the case of trover and detinue it is essential in
order to support the action, that the plaintiff should have
some right of property in the goods and in addition the
right to the immediate possession of them (r). In Gordon
v. Harper (s) it was decided that, where furniture let
with a house had been wrongfully taken in execution by
the sheriff, the landlord could not maintain trover against
the sheriff during the currency of the lease, because he
did not have in addition to the right of property in the
goods the right to the immediate possession of them.
But although the bailor in such a case cannot sue in
trover for the wrongful conversion of his goods, he may
bring an action where the facts permit, for negligence, and
claim damages for permanent injury to his reversion (t).
It is necessary for the plaintiff to have some property
(m) Winter v. Bancks (1901), 84 L.T. 504 ;   43 Digest 481,  185.
(n) Walker v. Clyde (1861), 10 C.B. N.S. 381 ; 43 Digest 483, 798.
(o) Austen v. Craven (1812), 4 Taunt. 644; 43 Digest 465, 77;
Friedel v. Castlereagh (1877), 11 I.C. L.R. 93; 43 Digest 466, a.
(p) 3 Bi. Com. 152 ; Orion v. Butler (1822), 5 B. & Aid. 652 ; 43
Digest 467, 48 ; Foster \\ Green (1862), 7 H. & N. 881 ; 3 Digest 163, 247.
(q) Mackintosh v. Trotter (1838), 3 M. & W. 184 ; 31 Digest 202, 3434 ;
Roffey v. Henderson (1851), 17 Q.B. 574 ; 31 Digest 206, 3465.
(y) Gordon v. Harper (1796), 7 Term Rep. 9 ; 43 Digest 496, 354 ;
Milgate v. Kebbe (1841), 10 LJ. C.P. 277 ; 43 Digest 497, 360 ; Bradley
v. Copley (1845), 1 C.B. 685 ; 43 Digest 497, 361 \ Barker v. Furlong,
[1891] 2 Ch. 172 ; 43 Digest 497, 363.
(s) Supra, and see Pain v. Whittaker (1824), Ry. & M. 99 ; 43 Digest
498, 373 ; Jelks v. Hayward, [1905] 2 K.B. 460 ; 43 Digest 475, 137;
Nyberg v. Handelaar, [1892] 2 Q.B. 202 ; 43 Digest 504, 457 Gledstane
v. Hewitt (1831), 1 Cr. & J. 565 ; 43 Digest 510, 488 ; Mears v. L.S.W.R.
(1862), 11 C.B. N.S. 850; 3 Digest 111, 356.
(t) Mears v. L. S. W. Ry., supra ; Hall v. Pickard (1812), 3 Camp. 187,
NJP. ; 3 Digest 111, 353.

